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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 1/30/2006 was filed 
after the mailing date of the Non-Final Office Action on 9/28/2005, The submission is in 
compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, the examiner is 
considering the information disclosure statement. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 1/30/06 with respect to claims 29-58 and .60 have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that August does not teach the limitations incorporated from 
claim 30 into claim 29, which broadly states, "and a contact entry component to receive 
user selections of new contacts to be entered into the list of contacts". As previously 
rejected by the examiner, August teaches adding users to the list of contact by entering 
the digits of the contacts telephone number and saving the number to memory, which 
reads on the claim limitations previously set forth in claim 30. However, Applicant 
argues that August does not teach the scenario of entering a contact into a contact list 
by the steps taught in Applicant's specification, because August does not teach an 
"Add" button. These limitations are not recited in the claims and therefore these 
arguments are moot and the rejection of claim 29 stands, as well as related claims 41 
and 59. 
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Applicant also argues the Official Notice taken by the examiner and states that it 
would not be obvious for another user at a remote location to contain the same 
interactive television system so that users can communicate with one another while 
enjoying the benefits of such a system. The examiner has provided the Doganata 
reference to teach that multiple users can benefit from such a system for the purpose of 
conducting a conference call. 

Applicant also argues that August fails to teach the amended limitations of claim 
1 3, which state, "to permit selection of a contact from a list being displayed by the 
interactive television system as the new contact. The claim limitation states that the 
selection of a contact from a list being displayed, which is broad and does not define 
whether the list itself is displayed or the contact that is being displayed is from a list. 
Therefore, August reads on the claim limitations of claim 13 and the rejection stands. 

Applicant also argues that August fails to teach the amended claim limitations of 
claim 14, which state, "to permit selection of a contact from a list of contacts with whom 
the user has previously communicated as the new contact. As stated in the Office 
Action, the invention clearly teaches saving a list of contacts, such as the user's Mom, 
therefore the user can clearly contact a user in the contact list more than once and 
therefore teaches a contact that the user has previously communicated with. 

In regards to claim 15, as stated in the previous Office Action, the examiner 
noted that August teaches receiving a number from a caller of an incoming party, and 
therefore receives a contact from a an external device (the device used by the calling 
party). What August fails to teach is that the interactive television system taught by 
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August is not used at multiple locations, therefore the examiner noted that it would be 
obvious to have the interactive television at multiple user locations. The examiner will 
now apply the Doganata reference to teach this limitation, as well as the Maes 
reference to provide a more literal teaching of storing a contact into a contact list that is 
provided from an external device. 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-15 and 20-28 and 59 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Referring to claims 1-15 and 59, although the Applicant makes the assertion that 
claim 18 has been incorporated into claims 1 and 59, however claims 1 and 59 also 
contain additional limitations that change the scope of the claim language outside of 
what was previously claimed by the combination of claims 1 and 18. In regards to claim 
20, the claims limitations also provide a change in scope of the language outside of 
what was previously claimed in regards to the noise suppression circuitry. 

Referring to claims 20-28, the Applicant has also amended these claim limitation 
to change the scope of the claim language recited in the previous Office Action. 

^ The examiner has found additional prior art references that cover these claim 
limitations and because of the change in scope of the claims, this Office Action has 
been made Final. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomris the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner In which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-7, 10-14, 55 and 59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over August et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,671,267) in view of Rosecrans et al. 

(U.S. Patent No. 5,889.852). 

Referring to claim 1 , August discloses a remote control for an interactive 
television system (see remote control 10 in Figure 1). 

August also discloses that the remote control comprises a memory to store a list 
of contacts (see memory 136 in Figure 2 and Column 5. Lines 43-45 and Column 7, 
Lines 60-63), each contact represented by an address (see Figure 5 for the contact 
"Mom" having the telephone number (address) "908-555-1234") for establishing 
communication with the contact via the interactive television system and text for 
selecting the contact (again note Figures 2 and 5 for communicating with set-top box 
32, which establishes communication with the contact ("Mom") via the interactive 
television system (see Column 9, Lines 48-52)). 

August also discloses that the remote control comprises a display device to 
display at least a portion of the text representing contacts (see display 325 in Figure 3 
and Column 7. Lines 60-63). 

August also discloses that the remote control comprises a plurality of user 
controls to receive a user selection of the text representing a particular contact from the 
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list (see Column 7, Lines 54-65), the user controls further being configured to remotely 
operate the interactive television system (see Column 8, Lines 3-17). 

August also discloses that the remote control comprises a wireless transmitter 
(see duplexer 1 19 in Figure 2) to transmit the address corresponding to the selected 
contact to the interactive television system (see Column 4, Line 66 through Column 5, 
Line 20 and Figures 2 and 5) to initiate communication between a user and the selected 
contact (see Column 9, Lines 27-35 and Figure 5). 

August fails to teach that the display device in the user's remote control displays 
the contacts as pictures. 

Rosecrans discloses a telephone device that is capable of displaying a contact 
list in the form of a graphic Image or logo or picture, stored in the phonebook to one or 
more selected phone numbers (see Column 2, Lines 35-37). 

At the time the invention was made, It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to modify the display device, as taught by August, to utilize the 
graphical contact list containing pictures, as taught by Rosecrans, for the purpose of 
rendering the operation of telephones extremely user-friendly (see Column 6, Lines 34- 
36 of Rosecrans). 

Referring to claim 2, August discloses that the display device comprises an LCD 
(see Column 5, Lines 40-43). 

Referring to claim 3, August discloses a microphone to capture a first audio 
signal for transmission to the interactive television system via the wireless transmitter 
(see Column 5, Lines 17-20). 
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Referring to claim 4, August discloses a wireless receiver to receive a second 
audio signal and a speaker configured to generate audible output from the second audio 
signal (see Column 5. Lines 10-17). 

Referring to claim 5. August discloses that the speaker and the microphone are 
further to operate simultaneously to provide two-way audio communication with the 
contact via the interactive television system (see Column 5, Lines 10-17 and Figure 5 
and Column 9, Lines 27-56). 

Referring to claim 6, August discloses that one address comprises a network 
address (see the telephone number for "Mom" in Figure 5 and note that a telephone 
number is a network address). 

Referring to claim 7. see the rejection of claim 6 where August teaches a 
telephone address. 

Referring to claim 10, August discloses a contact entry component to receive a 
user selection of a new contact to be entered into the list of contacts (see Column 7, 
Lines 63-65), 

Referring to claim 1 1 , August discloses that the user controls are further to permit 
entry of a new contact into the list of contact stored in the memory (see the rejection of 
claim 10), 

Referring to claim 12, see the rejection of claim 10. 

Referring to claim 13, August discloses that the user controls are further 
configured to select a contact from the list (see Column 7, Lines 60-63) being displayed 
by the interactive television system (see Figure 5 for the television displaying the "Mom" 
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contact) as the new contact (the examiner notes that at Column 7, Lines 63-65 a new 
contact can be entered and a contact can also be displayed on the TV in Figure 5, 
therefore, a new contact can be displayed after he/she has entered the new contact). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious for a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to select a new contact the first time after the user has entered 
the new contact into the contact list, for the purpose of facilitating ease of use for the 
user (see Column 4, Lines 9-12 of August). 

Referring to claim 14, August discloses that the user controls are further 
configured to select a contact from the list (see Column 7, Lines 60-63) being displayed 
by the interactive television system (see Figure 5 for the television displaying the "Mom" 
contact) as the new contact (the examiner notes that at Column 7, Lines 63-65 a new 
contact can be entered and a contact can also be displayed on the TV in Figure 5, 
therefore, a user may contact a person in the contact list more than once, causing the 
user to contact another subscriber that the user has previously communicated with. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious for a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to select a contact the user has previously communicated with, 
for the purpose of facilitating ease of use for the user (see Column 4, Lines 9-12 of 
August). 

Referring to claim 55, see the rejection of claim 1 . 
Referring to claim 59, see the rejection of claim 1 . 
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4. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over August et 
al. (U.S. Patent No, 5.671.267) in view of Rosecrans et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5.889.852) 
in further view of Doganata et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6.772,436). 

Referring to claim 8, August and Rosecrans teach all of the limitations in claim 7, 
but fails to teach that the network address designates a second interactive television 
system. 

Doganata discloses two interactive television systems that can communicate with 
one another via a conference call in relation to a specific television program that the 
viewers are watching (see Figure 1 and Column 3. Line 25 through Column 4, Line 20), 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to modify the interactive television system, as taught by August, 
to include an additional interactive television system, as taught by Doganata, for the 
purpose of providing system that enable TV viewers to participate in audio conferences 
that are directly linked to the TV programs that they are watching (see Column 2, Lines 
11-14 of Doganata). 

5. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over August et 
al. (U,S, Patent No. 5.671 .267) in view of Rosecrans et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5.889.852) 
in further view of Katzur (U.S. Patent No. 6,240,303). 

Referring to claim 9, August and Rosecrans disclose all of the limitations in claim 
3, but fails to disclose a voice recognition system. 
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Katzur discloses a voice recognition system (see Column 3, Lines 58-65) 
comprising a storage component configured to store at least one digitized verbal 
identifier for at least one contact of the list of contacts (see Column 5, Lines 13-19). 

Katzur also discloses a voice recognition component configured to receive and 
digitize a verbal expression from the user (see Column 4, Lines 58-67), and to 
designate the contact with a digitized verbal identifier that matches the digitized verbal 
expression as the selected contact (see Column 5, Lines 1-6 and Lines 13-19). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to modify the remote control, as taught by August and 
Rosecrans, to include the voice recognition system, as taught by Katzur, for the purpose 
of allowing a vision impaired person to answer the telephone using voice commands 
(see Column 5, Lines 35-38 of Katzur). 

6. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over August 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,671,267) in view of Rosecrans et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
5,889,852) in further view of Maes et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,442,251). 

Referring to claim 15, August discloses receiving a new contact from an external 
electronic device (see Column 1 1 , Lines 48-55 for the set-top box determining the 
calling parties identification information and sending the identification information to the 
remote control for display). August fails to disclose that the new contact information is 
sent from a list stored on the external electronic device. 
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Maes discloses that when two phones initiate contact with one another, a note 
can be created, which allows the user to store the number in a list for future use, 
therefore, if a user A saves user B's phone number, but user B did not save user A's 
phone number, when user A uses the stored number for user B to call user B, user B 
can then have the option to save user A's phone number for future use, thereby 
teaching receiving a new contact from a list stored in an external device (see Figure 7 
and Column 2, Lines 3-14). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to modify the phone/remote control device, as taught by August 
and Rosecrans, to include the incoming caller saving option, as taught by Maes for the 
purpose of allowing a user to update the information from an incoming caller in his/her 
address book (see Column 2, Lines 13-15 of Maes). 

7. Claims 20-28. 39-40 and 57-58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over August et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5.671 ,267) in view of Candelore et al. 
(U.S. Patent Application No. 2001/0056350). 

Referring to claim 20, see the rejection of claim 1 for August teaching the 
limitations regarding the remote control device, and further note that August discloses a 
set-top box 32 in Figure 5 having a wireless receiver (antenna 214 and duplexer 215 in 
Figure 2) for receiving the address corresponding to the selected contact from the 
remote control (see Column 4, Line 66 through Column 5, Lines 1-1 1 and Column 6, 
Lines 35-57), the set top box 32 being further configured to establish two-way 
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communication with the selected contact via the interactive television system (see 
Column 9, Line 48 through Column 10, Line 44). 

August also discloses that the interactive television system comprises an output 
device for generating television output (see television 60 in Figure 5 that outputs audio 
of the television program the viewer is currently watching), wherein the remote control 
comprises an input device for capturing an audio signal including the television output 
and the user's voice (see microphone 122 at Column 5, Lines 17-20, which if the 
television is turned on, inherently captures both the user's voice and the television 
audible output), 

August fails to teach that the set top box comprises a noise cancellation 
component to cancel the television output from the captured first audio signal and pass 
the user's voice. 

Candelore also discloses an interactive television system that contains a remote 
control that accepts voice commands (see Paragraph 0106), Candelore further 
discloses that the remote control or the set-top box can contain noise cancellation 
functionality so that only the user's voice passes and not the television output, or any 
other type of external noise that would interfere with the audible signal captured by the 
remote control (see Paragraphs 0110, 0112, 0140, 0141. 0259 and 0266 to support that 
the noise cancellation can be performed by the set-top box instead of the remote 
control). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art. to modify the set top box. as taught by August, to include the 
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noise cancellation functionality, as taught by Candelore, for the purpose of allowing the 
set-top box of the interactive system to filter the user's voice from any background noise 
that could be occurring in the area of the user, thereby providing a clear communication 
between two users by allowing another user to only hear the user's voice. 

Referring to claim 21, August discloses that the input device is a microphone to 
capture the user's voice for transmission to the set top box via the wireless transmitter 
(see Column 5. Lines 17-20). 

August also discloses a wireless receiver to receive a second audio signal and a 
speaker configured to generate audible output from the second audio signal (see 
Column 5, Lines 10-17). 

Referring to claim 22, see the rejection of claim 5 for August teaching these 
limitations. 

Referring to claims 23-24, see the rejection of claim 1 for August teaching these 
limitations. 

Referring to claim 25, see the rejection of claim 21 . 
Referring to claim 26, see the rejection of claim 22. 

Referring to claim 27, August discloses that the set top box comprises a memory 
configured to store the list of contacts (see Column 10, Lines 33-34). 

Referring to claim 28, August discloses that the contacts are displayed on a 
television of the interactive television system (see Figures 2 and 5). 

Referring to claim 39, see the rejection of claim 20. 

Referring to claim 40, see the rejection of claim 20. 
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Referring to claims 57-58, see the rejection of claim 39. 

8. Claims 32-33 and 50-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over August et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,671,267). 

Referring to claim 32, August discloses that the user controls are further 
configured to select a contact from the list (see Column 7, Lines 60-63) being displayed 
by the interactive television system (see Figure 5 for the television displaying the "Mom" 
contact) as the new contact (the examiner notes that at Column 7, Lines 63-65 a new 
contact can be entered and a contact can also be displayed on the TV in Figure 5, 
therefore, a new contact can be displayed after he/she has entered the new contact). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious for a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to select a new contact the first time after the user has entered 
the new contact into the contact list, for the purpose of facilitating ease of use for the 
user (see Column 4, Lines 9-12 of August). 

Referring to claim 33, August discloses that the user controls are further 
configured to select a contact from the list (see Column 7, Lines 60-63) being displayed 
by the interactive television system (see Figure 5 for the television displaying the "Mom" 
contact) as the new contact (the examiner notes that at Column 7, Lines 63-65 a new 
contact can be entered and a contact can also be displayed on the TV in Figure 5, 
therefore, a user may contact a person in the contact list more than once, causing the 
user to contact another subscriber that the user has previously communicated with. 
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At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious for a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to select a contact the user has previously communicated with, 
for the purpose of facilitating ease of use for the user (see Column 4, Lines 9-12 of 
August). 

Referring to claims 50-51 , see the rejection of claims 32-33. 

9. Claims 34 and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over August et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,671 ,267) in view of Maes et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,442,251). 

Referring to claim 34, August discloses receiving a new contact from an external 
electronic device (see Column 1 1 , Lines 48-55 for the set-top box determining the 
calling parties identification information and sending the identification infomnation to the 
remote control for display). 

August fails to disclose that the new contact information is sent from a list stored 
on the external electronic device. 

Maes discloses that when two phones initiate contact with one another, a note 
can be created, which allows the user to store the number in a list for future use, 
therefore, if a user A saves user B's phone number, but user B did not save user A's 
phone number, when user A uses the stored number for user B to call user B, user B 
can then have the option to save user A's phone number for future use, thereby 
teaching receiving a new contact from a list stored in an external device (see Figure 7 
and Column 2. Lines 3-14). 



Application/Control Number: 09/863,053 Page 16 

Art Unit: 2623 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to modify the phone/remote control device, as taught by August, 
to include the incoming caller saving option, as taught by Maes for the purpose of 
allowing a user to update the information from an incoming caller in his/her address 
book (see Column 2, Lines 13-15 of Maes). 

Referring to claim 52, see the rejection of claim 34. 

1 0. Claims 36 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over August et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,671 ,267) in view of Doganata et al. (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,772,436). 

Referring to claim 36, August teaches all of the limitations in claim 35, but fails to 
teach that the set top box comprises a broadband communication component to initiate 
communication with the selected contact via a second interactive television system. 

Doganata discloses two interactive television systems that can communicate with 
one another via a conference call in relation to a specific television program that the 
viewers are watching (see Figure 1 and Column 3, Line 25 through Column 4, Line 20). 
Doganata further discloses that this communication can take over various types of 
networks, including a cable television network (see Figure 1 for network 28). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to modify the interactive television system, as taught by August, 
to include an additional interactive television system, as taught by Doganata, for the 
purpose of providing system that enable TV viewers to participate in audio conferences 
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that are directly linked to the TV programs that they are watching (see Column 2, Lines 
11-14 of Doganata). 

Referring to claim 45, see the rejection of claim 36. 

1 1 . Claims 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
August et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,671 ,267) in view of Fernandez et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6.339,842). 

Referring to claim 37, August and Doganata disclose all of the limitations in 
claims 35-36. but fails to teach an Internet communication component to provide the 
conferencing between two users. 

Fernandez discloses a set-top box/DTV in Figure 3, which is used to provide 
conferencing between users and also uses a broadband communications component 
such as the Internet as a communication medium to do so (see Column 1 . Line 63 
through Column 2, Line 34). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to modify the communications network, as taught by August and 
Doganata, to utilize the Internet, as taught by Fernandez, for the purpose of emulating 
luxury-suite or otherwise more collaborative, intimate or personal conditions among 
associated audience members located at different location (see Column 5. Lines 1-6 of 
Fernandez). 
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12. Claim 46 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over August 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,671 ,267) in view of Katzur (U.S. Patent No. 6,240,303). 

Referring to claim 46, August discloses all of the limitations in claim 41 , but fails 
to disclose a voice recognition system. 

Katzur discloses a voice recognition system (see Column 3, Lines 58-65) 
comprising a storage component configured to store at least one digitized verbal 
identifier for at least one contact of the list of contacts (see Column 5, Lines 13-19). 

Katzur also discloses a voice recognition component configured to receive and 
digitize a verbal expression from the user (see Column 4, Lines 58-67), and to 
designate the contact with a digitized verbal identifier that matches the digitized verbal 
expression as the selected contact (see Column 5, Lines 1-6 and Lines 13-19). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to modify the remote control, as taught by August, to include the 
voice recognition system, as taught by Katzur, for the purpose of allowing a vision 
impaired person to answer the telephone using voice commands (see Column 5, Lines 
35-38 of Katzur). 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

13. Claims 29, 31. 35, 38, 41-44, 47, 49. 53-54, 56 and 60 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being cleariy anticipated by August et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5.671 .267). 

Referring to claim 29, August discloses a system for providing two-way 
communication using an interactive television system (see Figures 5 and Column 9, 
Line 48 through Column 1 0, Line 58). 

August also discloses a remote control to control operation of the interactive 
television system (see remote control 10 in Figure 1). 

August also discloses that the remote control comprises a storage component to 
store a list of contacts (see memory 136 in Figure 2 and Column 5, Lines 43-45 and 
Column 7, Lines 60-63), each contact having an associated address (see Figure 5 for 
the contact "Mom" having the telephone number (address) "908-555-1234") for 
establishing contact via the interactive television system (again note Figures 2 and 5 
and Column 9. Line 48 through Column 10, Line 58 for communicating with set-top box 
32, which establishes communication with the contact ("Mom") via the interactive 
television system (see Column 9. Lines 48-52)). 

August also discloses that the remote control comprises a display component to 
display at least a portion of the list of contacts (see display 325 in Figure 3 and Column 
7. Lines 60-63). 

August also discloses that the remote control comprises a user selection 
component to receive a user selection of a contact from the list (see Column 7, Lines 
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54-65), the user cx)ntrols further being configured to rennotely operate the interactive 
television system (see Column 8, Lines 3-17)). 

August also discloses that the remote control comprises a transmission 
component (see duplexer 1 19 in Figure 2) to transmit the address corresponding to the 
selected contact to the interactive television system (see Column 4, Line 66 through 
Column 5, Line 20 and Figures 2 and 5) to initiate communication between a user and 
the selected contact (see Column 9, Lines 27-35 and Figure 5). 

August also discloses that the remote control comprises a contact entry 
component to receive user selections of new contacts to be entered into the list of 
contacts (see Column 7, Lines 63-65 and note the arguments above regarding 
August teaching the entry of user contacts into a contact list). 

Referring to claim 31 , August discloses that the contact entry component further 
comprises a manual entry component to receive a new contact manually entered by the 
user (see Column 7, Lines 63-65). 

Referring to claim 35, August discloses a set-top box 32 in Figure 5 having a 
wireless receiver (antenna 214 and duplexer 215 in Figure 2) for receiving the address 
corresponding to the selected contact from the remote control (see Column 4, Line 66 
through Column 5, Lines 1-1 1 and Column 6, Lines 35-57), the set top box 32 being 
further configured to establish two-way communication with the selected contact via the 
interactive television system (see Column 9, Line 48 through Column 10, Line 44). 
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Referring to claim 38, August discloses that the set top box comprises a 
telephone network component configured to initiate communication with the selected 
contact via a telephone network (see telephone circuit 21 1 in Figure 2). 

Referring to claims 41-44, see the rejection of claims 1 , 3 and 6-7, respectively 
for August teaching these limitations. 

Referring to claims 47 and 49, see the rejection of claims 10 and 12, respectively 
for August teaching these limitations. 

Referring to claim 53, August discloses storing a visual identifier associated with 
each contact (see Column 7, Lines 60-63), the visual identifier being viewable by a user 
to identify an associated contact, wherein the display device is further configured to 
display the visual identifier (see Figure 5 for displaying a name and phone number on 
the remote control). 

Referring to claim 54, August discloses that the identifiers comprise a plurality of 
characters forming a name of the contact (see Figure 5 for displaying the characters 
"Mom"). 

Referring to claim 56, August discloses that the visual identifiers comprise an 
iconic symbol (see Column 5, Lines 35-39). 

Referring to claim 60, see the rejection of claim 29. 

Conclusion 

14. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
IVIONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

1 5. Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason P. Salce whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
7301 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9am-6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller can be reached on (571 ) 272-7353. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infonnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-9197 (toll-free). 

Jason P Salce 
Patent Examiner 
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